April 22, 2021

very arbitrary and capricious, and the
enforcement of the metal detectors has
been very arbitrary and capricious.
Hopefully, those being utilized to
harass Members of Congress—espe-
cially since a couple of our folks have
missed votes. If they hadn’t had to go
through the metal detector, they would
have gotten in here in time to vote.
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It is time to open things up. Then we
get word: Well, we are going start
opening up, but you have to go through
us, tell us anybody you are proposing
to meet with and what the purpose is,
this kind of stuff. We are not letting a
good crisis go to waste. We are going to
be very Orwellian here, and we are
going to use this as an excuse to con-
trol who Members of Congress can see,
who they can talk to, and really have
an iron grip on what people can do.

It has gotten really sad around this
place.

Here is an article from Stephanie
Pagones, ‘‘Cities such as Austin, L.A.,
Minneapolis, New York City, and Port-
land have shifted funds from police de-
partments.” Obviously, this lady,
Stephanie, knows that when Demo-
crats have said they are not defunding
the police, that is not true. Democrats
around the country are pushing for and
actually getting budgets slashed for po-
lice departments.

‘““Cities in parts of the U.S.,” she
said, ‘‘that slashed their police depart-
ment funding last year, in part as a re-
sult of police-involved shootings, have
seen an uptick in certain crimes over
the past year, according to data ana-
lyzed by FOX News. Cities such as Los
Angeles, Minneapolis, New York City,
Portland, Oregon, and Austin, Texas,
have shifted funds from police depart-
ments to social services programs.
Such cuts have led some departments
to lay off officers, cancel recruiting
classes, or retreat from hiring goals.

‘“As police departments were left to
make do with shrunken budgets and
less support, some big cities have seen
sometimes drastic upticks in murders
and other violent crimes. The
‘defund the police’ movement is not
necessarily about gutting police de-
partment budgets, though some groups
have tried. And budget cuts were al-
ready expected as a result of alter-
native needs for funding because of the
coronavirus pandemic.”’

Then, the article goes on and looks
at the cuts that some of these cities
have had.

Here is an article: ‘““Democrat Rep-
resentative MAXINE WATERS Demanded
Special Police Motorcade and Escort
Before Calling for Violence at Anti-Po-
lice Event,” by Jordan Davidson at The
Federalist.

Daily Caller’s Henry Rodgers reports:
“‘The Squad’ Pushes to ‘Defund the
Police’ While Spending Thousands on
Private Security to Protect Them-
selves.”

You have to have some protection
from somewhere. Otherwise, you are
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not going to be able to maintain a posi-
tion of authority in government. There
are always going to be evil people, in
this world at least, who are going to
attempt to bring down people in au-
thority.

This article is from Matt Palumbo,
December 30, 2020: ‘2020 Homicide
Surge Sets RECORD Amid ‘Defund the
Police’ Hysteria.”” It has facts and fig-
ures on that.

One other thing I want to touch on.
Since we have some people who believe
climate change is the most pressing
issue of our time, I was surprised to
hear the former leader of NASA say
that they had found that our Moon, the
Earth’s Moon, is slightly changing its
orbit because I had not read that or
seen that anywhere, and that even
Earth’s orbit around the Sun is slightly
changing.

Of course, I had seen previously that
the ice caps were melting, and some
people say it is because of the cars, pol-
lution. But it still doesn’t explain to
me why the ice caps on the planet Mars
have melted or have been melting for
cow flatulence or different things here
on Earth. How is that causing the ice
caps on Mars to melt?

Here is an article from NASA, from
February 27, 2020. It says: ‘“‘Our lives
literally revolve around cycles: series
of events that are repeated regularly in
the same order. There are hundreds of
different types of cycles in our world
and in the universe. Some are natural,
such as the change of the seasons,”
that is one form of climate change,
“annual animal migrations, or the cir-
cadian rhythms that govern our sleep
patterns. Others are human-produced,
like growing and harvesting crops, mu-
sical rhythms, or economic cycles.”

It goes on to point out something
called the Milankovitch cycles, and
they include: ‘“The shape of Earth’s
orbit, known as eccentricity; the angle
Earth’s axis is tilted with respect to
BEarth’s orbital plane, known as obliq-
uity; and the direction Earth’s axis of
rotation is pointed, known as
precession.” It goes on to discuss this.

Apparently, there is another article
from Forbes from April of last year,
“Earth Is Spiraling Away From the
Sun for Now, But Eventually Will
Crash Into It.” I had not heard or read
that before, about our Moon’s orbit
changing at all or the Earth’s orbit
around the Sun changing at all. I don’t
know what, if anything, could be done
about that, but there is no question
that the Moon’s orbit changing or
Earth’s orbit changing around the Sun
can’t help but have significant effects
on our climate.

This article, the headline says that
Earth will eventually crash into the
Sun. Well, it is amazing. I remember in
the 1970s reading that we were at the
beginning of a new ice age. It was very
early in the new ice age, but eventu-
ally, Earth would be covered by ice. It
would mean the end of life as we knew
it.

As a Christian, I was thinking that is
not how the Earth is going to end, and
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I didn’t really believe that. Lo and be-
hold, it wasn’t too many years later we
find out, or we are told: Well, the Earth
is warming, and the Earth’s warming is
going to destroy the planet. It is global
warming.

Then, of course, global warming, we
found out some places it was cooling.
As one witness said some years back,
actually, the Northern Hemisphere is
not nearly as warm as it was back
when the Norse were coming over and
having these big farms in what we now
call Greenland.

There are cycles, and there is some-
thing that could come into play in the
great design of our Creator that would
keep Earth from crashing into the Sun.
But in the meantime, it is important
that we not run around like Chicken
Little and destroy the rich blessings we
have out of fear that we may miss out
on other blessings. Let’s use the wis-
dom and common sense that most of
our constituents have.

In the meantime, I think we really
need to find out more about the chang-
ing orbit of Earth around the Sun and
the changing orbit, if any, of the Moon
around the Earth. It is a lot to learn.

If we are going to help contribute to
the downfall of the greatest experiment
in self-government in the history of the
world, then making our Nation’s Cap-
ital where it could be subject to being
extorted, held hostage, then these
other things may not matter anyway.

In the meantime, we have a responsi-
bility to the Nation, our oath, and the
Constitution to ensure that we keep
this experiment in self-government
going.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

———

WAITING FOR ANSWERS ABOUT
JOSHUA JOHNSON

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2021, the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. GREEN) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the majority
leader.

Mr. GREEN of Texas. Madam Speak-
er, and still I rise. And I rise today be-
cause I am deeply saddened.

I am saddened because today rep-
resents the day in the life of a con-
stituent that she will never forget,
that her husband will never forget.

I rise to call to the attention of the
world the words of a constituent. These
words were printed in the Houston
Chronicle. I am grateful to the Chron-
icle for publishing this story because
this story speaks to a circumstance un-
like that with George Floyd. I will say
more about that in just a moment.

But I rise, grateful to the Chronicle,
with the words of a mother. Here are
her words: “‘Our son was killed before
George Floyd, but we are still waiting
for answers.”

Their son lost his life 1 year ago
today in Houston, Texas, in my con-
gressional district. He lost his life sev-
eral houses down from his home, the
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home of his parents. He lost his life
while housesitting for a neighbor. He
was 35 years of age, well-liked.

I spoke to many of his neighbors,
many of his friends, many of the people
in the neighborhood. I never heard one
unkind thing said about him. He was a
person who was always there to be of
service. He lost his life while
housesitting, trying to help a friend, a
neighbor.

He served in the military. Here is a
photo. He served in the military, a
graduate of a local high school,
Westbury High School. He loved the
Dallas Cowboys. He was a typical
young person. His name was Joshua
Johnson.

Joshua’s parents, the Bearys, Mr. and
Mrs. Beary, are grieving. They have
been grieving since he lost his life a
year ago. They have been grieving be-
cause the circumstances are question-
able.

But these circumstances, unlike the
circumstances that we had with George
Floyd, are circumstances where there
was no body camera. There was no wit-
ness to record what happened. These
circumstances occurred early in the
morning, perhaps around 6 a.m., 1 year
ago.
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The parents were not present. Mr.
Beary took his wife to work. He re-
turned home, and she received a phone
call. Here are her words: ‘It was April
22, 2020, around 7:30 a.m., when my hus-
band, Richard, who had just dropped
me off at work an hour earlier, called
me and said the words that changed my
life and his forever. He said, ‘Someone
shot and killed Josh.””

They would go as close as they could
to the actual scene, which is just a few
houses down from where they lived,
and they would encounter a peace offi-
cer.

I like the term ‘‘peace officer’’ as op-
posed to ‘‘police officer.”” Both are good
terms, but to me, the term ‘‘peace offi-
cer’ carries with it something that I
think is important for us to consider,
as we consider the great issues of our
time.

Policing is one of the great issues of
our time. A peace officer is always
there to make peace, to help us acquire
peace, to help us maintain the peace,
to do the peaceful thing whenever pos-
sible. I know that it is not always pos-
sible, but whenever possible.

So, they went as close as they could
to the scene, and they encountered an
officer who was investigating. They
wanted to know what happened to
their son, which is what any parent
would want to know: What happened to
my son?

It is not an unreasonable question. It
is not unusual, by the way, for parents
to have some emotional characteristics
at the time they are posing questions
because they just lost their son. They
don’t know what happened.

This officer proceeded to explain to
them that their son approached an un-
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dercover officer, that their son ap-
proached this officer, who was seated
in a vehicle, and when he approached
this officer, he had his phone in one
hand and a gun in the other hand.

There were persons who were with
them at the time the officer was ex-
plaining this. These persons sought to
intercede and said he had a BB gun.
The officer acknowledged that it was a
BB gun.

They were told by this officer that
the officer who was seated in the vehi-
cle, the officer who was undercover,
around 6 a.m., that he told the son to
lower his BB pistol—he didn’t say BB
pistol, but to lower what he thought
was a gun.

The story gets murky, but the officer
who was undercover said to the son:
Lower your pistol. Lower your gun.

He said that their son, Josh, did not
do so, that he, in fact, raised it, and the
officer responded by shooting him—not
once, but twice.

The parents were obviously moved by
what they were hearing. By the way,
all of this is recorded. What I am say-
ing to you now was being recorded. I
have the recording.

They were moved by what was said,
and they were wanting more answers.
This officer told them that this is how
it happened. Maybe not in these exact
words, but Ms. Beary quotes him as
saying: ‘“This is how it happened,” and
there is ‘‘no reason to believe it hap-
pened any other way.”’

Well, let’s examine that statement,
“no reason to believe it happened any
other way.” The officer investigating
said this without the benefit of a body
camera, unlike the George Floyd case
where there were multiple cameras,
and we saw different angles. No body
camera; no camera recording by some-
one who was a witness standing by; no
camera available to the officer who
now, within a few hours at most, is giv-
ing this rendition of what happened to
their son.

He said what he said without the ben-
efit of speaking to a medical examiner.
The medical examiner had not arrived.
He came to his conclusions without the
benefit of what would ordinarily be an
autopsy that would be performed at a
later time. No autopsy had been per-
formed, so he couldn’t have come to
these conclusions after perusing an au-
topsy report.

He came to these conclusions with-
out speaking to the officer who shot
her son. No autopsy report; no ballis-
tics report; no conversation with the
medical examiner; no body camera.
But he indicated that ‘‘this is how it
happened,” and there is ‘‘no reason to
believe it happened any other way.”” No
other way?

You haven’t had a conversation with
a medical examiner. You haven’t
talked to the person who actually did
the shooting. You have no body cam-
era. No other way?

You have no ballistics report. No
other way?

That story became the actual story
that has been published and repub-
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lished, and it causes great grief for this
family because they believe that there
has to be a better investigation, that
this officer was too quick to draw these
conclusions.

In court, we call these things a rush
to judgment, a rush to judgment with-
in just a few hours, without having
completed an investigation.

He didn’t do a walkthrough, hadn’t
done the walkthrough. For those who
may not be familiar with
walkthroughs, this is where the officer
gets with the person involved, the offi-
cer who was in the car, and they walk
through and point out certain things
that may have happened. He couldn’t
have had the walkthrough because he
didn’t talk to the officer who did the
shooting.

The family, desperate for help, fi-
nally contacted my office. I was, quite
frankly, amazed myself when I heard
the recording of this officer who was
investigating.

By the way, before we go any further,
I need to say this: This is not an indict-
ment of all police officers, not an in-
dictment of all peace officers. We are
talking about a circumstance that hap-
pened in my congressional district.

So, they came to me, and I decided
that I would, at a very minimum, go
out and see what they were trying to
call to my attention.

I was a judge for a quarter of a cen-
tury of a lowly justice/small claims
court. I was known to go out and look
at things, to go to the scene of things
that occurred, so I went. Thank God I
did.

After going out to the actual site,
things became even more murky. I was
there, getting an understanding as to
where the officer was supposed to have
been at the time the encounter with
their son took place. The son is Josh-
ua, and I am not going to call the name
of the officer who did the shooting. At
the time the encounter took place and
the shooting occurred, it became dif-
ficult to comprehend some evidence
that was found in a location many feet
away, over behind some cars, near a ga-
rage, across a street, behind not one,
not two, but three cars.

It became difficult to understand how
this piece of evidence was at this loca-
tion, difficult to understand because
the piece of evidence was a bullet, a
bullet that was fired from the shooter’s
weapon, made its way to this very dif-
ficult location, hit the garage, and
bounced off onto the pavement.

This was found the same day that the
investigation was taking place. It is
difficult to comprehend how it got
there, given the angles involved and
the location of the garage. It is dif-
ficult to understand.

Later on, after talking to more peo-
ple, we concluded that it would be ap-
propriate to ask the sheriff for a visit.
The sheriff was very generous with his
time. He did visit with the family, and
he brought others with him, another
person with him. They had a visit.
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We talked, and the sheriff gave assur-
ances that there would be a thorough
investigation.

After having that conversation with
the sheriff, something else was discov-
ered. This family had a camera. We
didn’t know about the camera at the
time they heard from the initial officer
who was investigating.

So, there is a camera that monitors
the street that runs past their home.
This camera picked up what appears to
be the shooting officer, who was under-
cover, parked on the street. It picked
him up as he left the scene. This is im-
portant.

Their son is shot twice. Apparently,
based upon what has been said and
what the evidence seems to reveal, he
walked away after he was hit twice. He
went over to a car, his car, parked
some feet away. He made his way into
his car, sat on the driver’s side, under
the steering wheel. Apparently, having
done this—this is, without question, he
did these things. Apparently, he is shot
twice. The officer drives away after
shooting him twice. He leaves the
scene, and the person shot, to go out to
some other location.

Now, if this is true—and I say ‘‘ap-
parently’ because you look at the cars
and then you have to draw conclusions.
But if this is true, what kind of offi-
cer—assuming that all of what he said
was the case, do you really leave the
scene? Do you leave a person who is
armed, if you believe the person to be
armed? Do you leave this person who
you believe to be armed to be out, such
that someone else might be harmed?
There are a lot of questions to be an-
swered.
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There a lot of questions to be an-
swered. The family needs to know. I
have some of the questions that the
family would like to have answers to. I
am going to share a few of these ques-
tions with you because it is a year
later. They have not had any indica-
tion that they will receive justice in
the near future, perhaps, but not the
kind of indication that they are look-
ing for.

Here is a question: How could an in-
vestigating officer present an accurate
assessment of the facts to Mr. and Mrs.
Beary, near the scene, within a few
hours after Joshua, their son, was
killed, before having done the walk-
through, without talking to the deputy
who did the shooting, without the ben-
efit of a camera recording, before the
medical examiner examined the body
of their son, before an autopsy report
was completed, and, in fact, an autopsy
was performed, before a ballistics re-
port was produced? How could he
present an accurate assessment?

And this assessment has been pub-
lished and republished many times.

Second question: How did the bullet
hit this garage of the neighbor across
the street with no clear path from
where the shooter indicated the shoot-
ing took place or where it was indi-
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cated by someone that the shooting
took place?

Third question: Why would the dep-
uty leave the scene immediately or
sometime shortly after firing those
shots?

This is a questionable circumstance.
It is not comparable to what happened
to George Floyd.

And the question that we are going
to have to grapple with is: What hap-
pens when the cameras are off and no
witnesses are available, and you have
evidence that seems to contradict the
story of the investigating officer, that
was given before he had an opportunity
to perform a fair and accurate inves-
tigation?

What happens when you don’t have
what we have in the George Floyd
case?

Notwithstanding all that we had in
the George Floyd case, I don’t know of
a single person who thought that there
would be a guilty, guilty, guilty; who
thought that the officer would be found
guilty on all three of the charges. 1
don’t know of a single person. Perhaps
you do.

But notwithstanding all of the evi-
dence that we saw, all of the testimony
that we heard, there were people—I was
among them—who literally had great
concern for what the verdict would be
and how it would be responded to. I had
my concerns. I think they were legiti-
mate concerns to have in this case,
given our history in the case of ques-
tionable shootings, police-civilian en-
counters, and a person ends up losing
his life.

I heard the verdict with my col-
leagues right here on campus in this fa-
cility, and I believed it after a moment
of disbelief. It wasn’t something that
you just automatically, axiomatically
believe. But it was something that I be-
lieved, but I had a moment of disbelief.
But I knew that verdict could be a sem-
inal moment in time that will impact
the rest of time.

I believe that those jurors will be
treated very kindly by history. I think
that history is going to show that they
were people who rose to the occasion.
Jurors do this, they can rise to the oc-
casion. These did, and I am grateful to
them.

I believe that those officers who tes-
tified rose to the occasion. They sepa-
rated themselves from that which is
perceived to be egregious, and that is
being kind, but they separated them-
selves from that conduct. History will
be kind to them.

But there was overwhelming evi-
dence, and we know what happened
with overwhelming evidence. This case
has not been ruled upon or judged by a
grand jury, and, as a result, we don’t
know what will happen. All we know is
that this family is still grieving. It has
been a year since their son lost his
life—a year today, around 6 a.m.—and
they are still waiting for a decision.

I have some concerns now about the
decision. Hear my concerns.

Let us assume that it goes before a
grand jury, this case. When I say ‘‘it,”
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I mean this case goes before a grand
jury. And let’s assume that it results in
a no bill, the grand jury does not in-
dict. It does not return a true bill,
which would be an indictment. Let’s
assume this is a no bill in this case.
What happens before the grand jury
stays with the grand jury. This family
won’t have answers.

There was supposed to be a ballistics
report.

Will they have the opportunity to
read the ballistics report?

I hope so. But the grand jury works
in secrecy. It is shrouded in secrecy.
And I am not antithetical to grand ju-
ries. But my point is, will this family
get answers if there is a no bill?

The system has got to change. You
cannot leave a family under these cir-
cumstances with more questions than
answers after the case has made its
way through the judicial system. You
can’t leave them like this. They will
suffer the rest of their lives. They have
got to know what happened.

The system has to change. There has
to be a way for these families to know
more about what happened when the
cameras are off and no witnesses are
available. There has to be a way for
them to at least know what happens
when the case is presented.

They are not allowed to be there
when the grand jury deliberates. I am
not going to quarrel with this. I under-
stand that grand jurors have a right, to
some degree, of protection because
what they do can bring harm to them.
But what I don’t understand is why we
don’t have a system that allows for the
evidence to be made available to people
who have lost someone near and dear,
someone that they love.

In Texas, there is another way that
would be perceived as novel. It is only
in Texas, by the way. Only in Texas.
There is something called a court of in-
quiry. In Texas, if you believe that a
crime has been committed, you can
take your evidence to a district court
judge, and you can ask that judge to
review what you have. And if that
judge believes that there may have
been a crime committed, that judge
would go to an administrative judge.
We will call this person a presiding
judge. And then that judge can re-
quire—that second judge—so you have
two judges involved—happens to con-
cur. And then witnesses can be called,
and we can examine what happened.
But this is only in Texas.

I am looking at legislation to give us
the opportunity at a national level to
do something similar to what we can
do in Texas, because people need to
know. These parents would feel much
better and get through the grieving
process, something that we all will go
through at some point in our lives if we
live long enough. It would give them—
if they had the transparency, if they
could just know what was said, what
was the decision really based upon if
there is not a true bill, an indictment.
They need to know.

But they represent many other fami-
lies who have circumstances where
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they have lost someone; questionable
circumstances, no camera, no wit-
nesses; and in some cases where there
are witnesses who are not believed; in
some cases where the camera reveals
what others would have us not believe
when we see it with our own eyes.
There are some cases where we have
had video, but we are told that we can’t
believe our eyes.

Thank God the jurors in the George
Floyd case believed their eyes, believed
what they saw, believed those officers
who gave testimony.

I hope that we will, at some point in
our history, reach a time when we
won’t have a Member of Congress have
to engage with family members under
these circumstances, but some things
have to change before we will get to
this time.

One of the things that will have to
change is a belief that has been called
to our attention by some people who
have been demeaned and vilified. And
the belief is that Black lives matter.

This is a powerful movement.

Are there some persons who associate
with the movement who may have done
some things that I don’t approve of?

Yes, many have.

But this is a powerful movement. We
have got to have persons who are
armed, those who have the power of life
and death, believe that Black lives
matter. We have got to have them be-
lieve that you don’t have the right to
punish a person after you have arrested
the person.

Notwithstanding what you heard a
former President say, you don’t have
the right to punish after you have ar-
rested. And you know he said it.
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He told peace officers—I like peace
officer as opposed to police—when you
are arresting a person you don’t have
to be nice.

Madam Speaker, once you have a per-
son within your care, custody, and con-
trol, that person’s well-being is in your
hands. You don’t have the power or the
right to punish them. You may have
the power, but you don’t have the right
to. You don’t punish 9 minutes and 29
seconds, a knee on a neck—cruel and
unusual punishment. You don’t have
the right to do this. You may have the
power, but you don’t have the right. If
Black lives matter, then you wouldn’t
do it.

Not all police officers—not all peace
officers—I prefer peace officer to po-
lice—not all, but those who do have to
be punished, because we have got to let
the world know that Black lives mat-
ter and that you have got to treat peo-
ple with the same level of dignity and
respect that you want your child to re-
ceive and that you want your mother
to receive, the same level of dignity
and respect because Black lives mat-
ter.

I will be with the Bearys this week-
end. There will be a vigil in Houston,
and I will be there with them. My hope
is that we will have heard something
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about their son’s demise from the offi-
cials who are charged with the respon-
sibility and an obligation to perform a
just and fair investigation. My hope is
that this will happen and that they
will have some closures.

Madam Speaker, I want Mr. and Mrs.
Beary to know that I am never going
to give up on this. Their son’s life
mattered to me. I never met him, but
his life mattered. I will be with them.
I will be with them until the end. His
life mattered.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

————

THE CRISIS AT THE SOUTHERN
BORDER

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2021, the Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Florida (Mr. C. SCOTT
FRANKLIN) for 30 minutes.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. C. SCOTT FRANKLIN of Florida.
Madam Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent that all Members may have 5 leg-
islative days in order to revise and ex-
tend their remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman?

There was no objection.

Mr. C. SCOTT FRANKLIN of Florida.
Madam Speaker, I yield to the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
KELLY).

Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. Madam
Speaker, this has been a confusing
time period I think for most of Amer-
ica, and why the confusion is becoming
so cluttered among us all is because we
are using definitions that sometimes
don’t seem to make sense for the situa-
tion that we are in.

So I was thinking back, and not too
long ago we were told that we don’t
have to worry about our borders be-
cause we really don’t have a crisis
there, what we have is a challenge.

As we seem to constantly redefine or
put different labels on what we know
to be true, I think it is time for a mo-
ment of clarity. I went to Oxford Lan-
guages to find out just what a crisis is.

So this is not my definition. This is
what Oxford Languages has said: A cri-
sis is a time of intense difficulty or
trouble or danger; a time when a dif-
ficult or important decision must be
made.

So what is it I am talking about?

I am talking about our crisis at our
borders.

So why would a guy who lives in
western Pennsylvania worry about
what is happening on the borders in
Texas and Arizona? That is almost 2,000
miles away from where I live. That is
almost 2,000 miles away from the peo-
ple I represent. How could it possibly
impact them?

So I would tell my friends that if you
don’t think this is going to have an im-
pact in the community you live in, this
is coming to a town real close to you
real soon.
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In Erie, Pennsylvania, we are now
housing about 150 young girls who have
come from the border. Now, I don’t
know where their starting point was. I
know where their entry came, and I
know now that these unaccompanied
young ladies—they are 7 to 12 years
old—have now been shuttled to Erie,
Pennsylvania, into housing which is
much better than what they were expe-
riencing at the border. They are living
there now, and I am not sure that they
know what the consequences of this re-
location means to them.

I have been told that of those people
who have come in, those little girls
who have come in, approximately 30 of
them have COVID.

We sit in this House—the people’s
House—and we debate issues that are
sometimes very confusing and very
conflicting and separate us as a people.
This is not an issue that should sepa-
rate us. If we truly believe that there is
a humanitarian crisis, then we should
fix it in a humanitarian way.

I have often been told that you can’t
beat something with nothing. The pre-
vious administration under President
Trump had a very clear policy about
how we were supposed to handle the
surge at our borders, a very clear proc-
ess, very clear what was to take place.
That all changed. As the Biden admin-
istration came in, they said, no, this
policy from the previous administra-
tion is untenable, it is not humane, and
it is no longer going to be in existence.

Again, Madam Speaker, you can’t re-
place something with nothing. My
question to the administration through
several letters and through several re-
quests for the HHS and the Office of
Refugee Resettlement, was answered
with no answer at all. So if you have no
policy you have no answer.

If you continue to say that we really
don’t have a crisis at our border, then
you are either unaware or just choose
not to say what you really have in
mind, and you can only do that if you
don’t really have anything in mind.

Madam Speaker, I think that in the
people’s House—and we are always de-
fined as who is in the majority and who
is in the minority and who represents
whom and whose best interests are
being upheld, and I would just suggest
that this is the people’s House. It is not
called the Republic House or the Demo-
crat House. It is called the people’s
House, and the people—the American
people—need to have an answer to
what is our policy on the border?

What is our policy going forward?

How are we going to relocate these
children?

They are children. My wife and I
being the mother and father of four
children and grandparents of 10 chil-
dren, I cannot imagine in my life hand-
ing over my grandchildren or my chil-
dren to somebody I don’t know and
saying: Would you please get them to
America where I know they will be
safe, sound, and well-treated?

This is truly a crisis. More impor-
tantly, this is a dereliction of duty by
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